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in of f.he overal development of each human policles For example, French policy con-
belng is impossible unless attention is given cerned with Germany, Eastern Europe and
“t0 the deepest and most significant aspect the Soviet Unjon with NATO and United
of that development. States military and political leadership in
gress 6ut of stagna=- Chearity and the redistribution of assets Europe, involves the government, not just the
om defeaf, and from the on a humanitarian basis are not in them- general himself. The complex of problems
3 becane sorie- selves enough, particularly if such steps are which are connected with France's reentry
simply inspired by motives of self-preserva~ Into the Far East are not the sole and
ershlp of tion. These and other steps must be the secret domain of the General, ) )
of "De BGaullé ~byproducts of a gréat spirit which has as Ifs The more I heard in Paris, the more evi~
e (Faulle “basls love of the word of God. dent it-became. to me that far from being
060 and 1061 History has shown that nelther will .our arbitrary, personal gestures, the major
eadershlp in Quadros, country, nor any country allied with us, pro- French policies are widely prepared, long-
elected to provide a stern gress in any meaningful way if the bulk of range diplomatic operations.
Fhment, after pledging that our attention is so fully focused on the by- In dealing with France today we are deal-
be requlred of all. He cut products of greatness that we ignore the fun- ing with very serious, highly professional
a,nd bathing beauty contests, ~damental spirlt which makes for true diplomats, with men who are every bit as
and made it strength. This lesson, I feel, should not be serious and competent as we are ourselves.
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"“ignored as 20 natlons, including our own, We are missing the main point and we are
strive to make & success out of the Alllance stultifying our influence when we dismisg
© “for Progress . the French policies as not really serious, as

expresslons of personal pique or personal

’ ’ e vanity on the part of General de Gaulle, as

. The Itgiity required for progress cannot \FRANCE AND AMERICA ON ETNAM inspired by “anti-Americanism” and a wish
bg supplied by forelgn ald. Once that vital- a1 McCARTHY. Madam Presldent to embarrass us. The truth s that there
ity is expressing | itself under dynamic lead~ the Washington Post is publishing a is a fatlure of communication between Paris

o hip, siich ald ¢an be helpfu A . A € and Washington. 'The diplomatic channels
o e?‘; L :;; hi th 'iI',i should again series of articles written by Walter Lipb~  are clogged with mutual pride and prejudice,

Vi to de- 'mann, based upon Mr. Lippmann’s recent and the consequent lack of understanding
“yote t i1 tention to the trip to Europe. 1s a serious matter which could be and must
- byproducts of a strong ‘civillzation; our The third in this series entltled “Eu- 'be corrected.
- major “atténtion should be devoted to the yopein the Spring,” was published in the All ‘are agréed that the ‘critical Franco-
gpirit ‘which kes a soclety strong. . Washington Post on May 21, and the American conflict is in China and southeast
- Hish trated again and again third section is entitled “F'r'ance and Asia, This is the raw point where American
rimaty attention Has D% N lives and honor are at stake, as they are hot
piri ~America in Asia. . at stake in the current differences in Europe.
Mr. Lippmann makes a number of ill- The Gaullist administration is acutely aware
teresting observations with regard to of the extreme sensitiveness of the American
t- "American-French relationships,” par-  people about their involvement in the Viet-
The “ticylarly as the relationships meet in an namese war. To suppose that the Gaullist
Q. ..attempt to advance toward a solution of g°"emment ls trying to thwart us and pre-
" _the problems in southeast Asia. cipitate a disaster in southeast Asia 1s, T

. gs am entirely certain, maliclous nonsense.
- I should like to note two observations On the S::ontmry, the main objective of

made by Mr. Lippmann in this article, t0 prench policy is to save southeast Asla from
“which I believe all Senators should be conquest by China and to avert a disaster
> Tattentive: T T . . .. Which would affect; the whole Western World
happiness when he makes 5t6DS ~ There are, to be sure, reports that the gen- In 1ts dealings with Asia. Let us not blind -
tion of his godl' He I gettIng ~ers) takes no one into his confidence and Ourselves by a prejudiced refusal to take
a byproduct. “Wére he'to forget 1ot he conducts forelgn polley in solitary seriously the French intervention in Asla.
bure of happiness and start on a pur- ~ secrecy. This is simply not true for the The French, we must not forget, are the
ines , sake, IS pur-  major forelgn policles. For example, French ©nly Western nation qualified to intervene
- policy concerned with Germany, Eastern Eu- 8t the present time. The British are en-
rope, and the Soviet Union, with NATO and 8aged in a semicolonial war with Indonesia
‘U.S. military and political leadership in Fu- @bout Mealaysia. - The Germans are pinned
-rope, Involves the government, not just the down in Europe and cannot, while they are
general himeself. The complex of problems partitioned, play the rule of a world power.
! _which are connected with France's reentry We are at war. Only France among the
.--into the Far East are not the sole and secret Western powers has fully liquidated 1ts mill~
domain of the general tary position in Asia and in Africa. More-
- e AVEY, the prestige ‘of Prance and French cul-
‘Later 'in ‘the article, Mr. Lippmann ~ gure among the educated classes of China
...states: e e 80d southeast Asla s very high.
. After my convemaﬂons in Paris I think If General de Gaulle is right, as most surely
-1 am entitled to say that the French see a e is, that there can never be a stabilized
- stronger resistance as necessary to the nego- Peace In south Asla unless it is supported by
tiations they are begluning to open up. China, then it would be folly on our part not
. to hope that he will succeed in his diplomatic
7 .This was with reference to southeast explorations in Peiping. However, these ex-
e .ASIa, plorations are just beginning, and nothing
Madam President, I ask unanimous Proceeds rapidly in the Orlent,
-consent to have the entire article by What is the French hypothesis? It is that

the Sino-Soviet conflict is very serious, so
Ml&‘hLipp%lann prmted in tﬂe RECORD - - -gerlous that It now poses great territorial
ere being no objection, the article issues, and therefore that Peiping has a

was ordered to be printed in the RECORD: strong interest in stabilizing its southern
as follows: = . ; -.frontler. The real questions are: What is
[From the Washlngton Post May 21 1954] tl:;a price of an agreement to stabilize it and
» . what are the guarantees of such an agree-
SEUROPE I T NG S —FRANCE AND. ent? This Is what General de Gaulle has
B - -NOW 10 find out.
. By Walter Lippmann) Tl We analyze the situation fully, we shall
B 1,5 ough I dld not see Gieneral de nelude, I believe, that French policy and
who was in the hospital when 1 was_1n_ American are not competitive in Asla but
a.rls I saw a number of key men who were are in fact complementary. This is to say
, position to discuss French policy. There that what De Gauule is trying to accomplish
i to be sure, reports that the Gemeral 18 the only conceivahle solution of what is
A akes no one lnto hig confidence and thq,t,hg, certalnly an otherwise interminable military
conduc_:ts_, reign policy in solitary secrecy. conflict. But it is to say also that what the
This Is not true for the major lng to do, which is to

rhaps
‘ot Thaii’s search for

|, possessed of this desire to sacrifice
which is almosi a passion, havew
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sustain the resistance of the Salgon Govern-
ment, 18 necessary to the success of the
French action in Peiping and Hanol. Itisin
this sense that the twe pollcies are comple-
mentary. They would become fused into one
policy if the administration adopted as its
slogan a modification of Churchill’s remark
“We arm to parley” and sald that “in Viet-
nam we fight to parley.”

. Stending alone, the United States has no
credible policy for winning the war or for
ending it. Once agaln, as in all our wars, we
are fighting for victory without a practical
political aim. As we can see in the dictated
peace after the First World War, in our de-
mand for unconditional surrender in the
Second World War, Iin the calamitous march
to the Yalu in the Korean war, it is the vice
of our thinking that when we are engaged
in a war we can Imagine no satisfactory end
to the war except the unconditional sur-
render of the enemy.

This is one of the maln reasons why morale
15 s0 very bad in southeast Asia. We are sup-
porting and promoting a cruel and nasty
war that has no vislble end. There i8 no
light at the end of the tunnel I have heard
it sald by people in Washington that we
must fight on in South Vietnam for 10 or 20
years. That may sound stouthearted In
Washington but it is a dismal prospect for
she villagers of Vietnam. What we are offer-
ing the Vietnamese people is altogether de-
moralizing.

On the other hand, if Pelping and Hanol
are allowed to belleve that all resistance will
soon collapse in Salgon, the price of stabi-
lzation on a formula of neutralization is
" Ukely to be intolerably high. Like everyone

else, {f they see a chance of dictating a settle-
ment, they won’t negotiate it. It is neces-
sary therefore to do what the President and
Secretary McNamara are doing, which is to
reinforce the resistance of the Saigon gov-
ernment. i

After my conversations in Parls I think I

am entitled to say that the French see a

- ptronger resistance as necessary to the ne-

gotiations they are beginning to open up.
But most surely they do not think that the
reinforcements can be more than a shot in
the arm, and I doubt whether any serlous
American thinks so elther.

It must be sald also, I belleve, that a policy
of stabilization In southeast Asia demands
that the American power and presence in the
South Pacific shall not be withdrawn when
our troops withdraw from South Vietnam.
On the contrary, we should sirengthen our
position in the South Pacific. We should
be able to do this if we do not forget, as we
have allowed ourselves to forget, that we
are 4 sea and air power and must not Involve
oursclves in land wars on the Asian main-
land.

Although I think that French and Amer-
jcan actlon should be thought of as comple-
mentary, not as competitive, neither govern-
ment can at the present time afford to say
80. We cannot say 50 because we might un-
dermine what little ighting morale there is
in Saigon. The French cannot say so because
they cannot negotlate in Pelping and at the
same time glve their blessing to our inter-
vention. But nonetheless, {oday, as so often
before in our history, France, and America
haveg the same fundamental interests.

J DE GAULLE ON VIETNAM

Mr. McCARTHY. Madam President,
I ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the Recorp an article entitled “De
Gaulle on Vietnam,” written by Rohald
Bteel and published in the magazine the
Commonweal, of April 24, 1964, at the
conclusion of my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request by the Senator

from Minnesota? The Chalr hears none,
and it is so ordered.

(See exhibit 1)

Mr. McCARTHY. While I do not en-
tirely agree with the observations made
by Mr. Steel in the article, I do believe he
knows that, we, too, raise the same hard
questions which he raises, and that we
should give some attention to the an-
swers which he proposes, or to the an-
swers which we may ourselves propose as
alternatives to his suggestions.

ExHiBIT 1
[Prom the Commonweal, Apr. 24,-18€4]

NruTRALIZE SOUTHEAST Asta: DE GAvLLEZ ON
VIETNAM

{By Ronald Steel)

(Ronald Steel who has written on inter-
national affalrs for a number of American
Jjournals, is the author of the recently pub-
ished “The End of Alllance” (Viking).)

Charles de Gaulle’s decsion to recognize
Peiping, coupled with his proposal to neu-
tralize southeast Asia, has struck official
Washington with the full force of an unre-
pentant heresy. France's action is variously
described as having dealt a mortal blow to
SEATO, NATO, CENTO, the Alliance for Prog-
reas, etc., opened the floodgates of Asia to ths
tide of communism, and/or subverted Amer-
ican diplomacy and with it our leadership of
what John Foster Dulles used to call the
free world. Curses and moans are the order
of the day day along the Potomac, where
the administration, like a spinster at the
marriage of her younger sister, is seething
with resentmetn over what it considers an-
other betrayal of its varlous grand designs by
its favorite arch-viliain.

Licking the wounds of it8 battered pride,
the State Department has been consumed
with indignation over the actions of That
Man in Paris. But, as so often in the past,
its arguments have a dlatrasslng——althoufh
by now expected—tendency to be more self-
righteous than convincing. In the land of
the diplomatic cliché, the most predictable
phrasemaker is king. The rest of us, how-
ever, before jolning in the Greek chorus over
Qaullist perfidy, might for our own benefit
take a dispassionate look at what De Gaulle
has done in Asia, and what it is he hopes to
accomplish.

¥First, he has recognized that the real Gov-
ernment of China is the one that has ruled
the country from Pelping since 1948, and
not the one that languishes {n Formosa on
subsidies provided by the American taxpayer.
This stunning act of political adventurism
follows & simllar action taken by Her Ma-
jesty’s Government many years ago. In all
falrness should not the chant of Gaullist
treachery be supplemented by a resounding
chorus of “Perfidious Alblon”? While the
Democratic administration, although it has
been in power for more than 3 years, has
not shown the slightest intention of discard-
ing an frrational China policy inherited from
its predecessors, it blithely assumes that the
Buropeans must forever remain prisoners of
our own China lobby. President Johnson
may be sfratd to admit that there Is some-
thing lying between Korea and Pakistan that
‘Washington's political maps don’t show, but
De Gaulle and Sir Alec are not obliged to
put on the same biinkers.

Second, by establishing political ties with
Peiping. De Gaulle has sought to open a
dialog with China that to his mind offers the
only way of stabilizing the West's disinte-
grating situation in southeast Asia. Hls po-
sttion is quite stmple: it rests upon the be-
lef, as Couve de Murvilie recently explained,
that “the United States is unlikely to do with
20,000 men what France was unable todoin 8
years with 200,000 men.” De Gauile 18 con-
vinced that the United States is simply re-

May“2.2

peating France's tragic error by trylng to im-
pose a military solution upon what is es-
sentially a political problem; that the war
in Vietnam is not 80 much one of the Com-
munist North against the “free” South, but
a rebelllon within Bouth Vietnam itself
against a government whose only source of
support is the American money and weapons
that stand behind it. Since the TUnited
States is considerably more interested in
fighting the war against the Communist
guerrillas than is the 8algon Government it-
self, the rebellion has turned into a second
colonial war with America taking France's
place in an effort to impose a friendly regime
upon an increasingly hostile people.

Washington is not unaware of the politi-
cal aspects of this struggle. It has read the
manuals of Ho Chi Minh and Che Guevara,
but unfortunately it is trying to apply their
lesson in reverse. The newly ordained guer-
rilla warfare experts along the Potomac seem
to believe that the present ruling junta in
Balgon will win universal adoration it only
the Vietnamese people can be shown that
their generals have friends in Washington.
Thus Secretary McNamara puts on his khakl
shirt for a barnstorming tour of South Viet-
nam, jumping out of hellcopters to Kkiss
bables and reassure stunned peasants thai
the Pentagon stands four-square behind its
man in S8eigon. Like a small town mayor re-
celving the blessing of a touring Governor,
General Khanh told newsmen, “We would
make a good team.” The Vietnamese no
doubt thought so, too, but the lesson they
drew from it may not be the one Washing-
ton intended. Treated to a parade of Amer-
ican officials come to embrace their generals,
trained by white soldiers, and equipped by
the United States to fight a war against their
own rebels, might they not assume that this
is our war and not theirs?

It is in the mire of this increasingly hope-
less civil war that De Gaulle’s proposals come
like a draught of fresh air. The aims of
Parls, despite its radically different ap-
proach, are not so very different from those
of Washington. Both wish to stabilize south-
east Asla and establish coheslve states which
will have sufficient internal support to main-
tain their Independence in the shadow of
the Chinese colossus. They disagree totally,
however, on methods: American officials are
trying to achieve through force of arms what
De Gaulle belleves can be accomplished, if
at all, only by an enlightened diplomacy.
His judgment is based not only upon the
bitter lesson of France's own colonial ex-
perience in Indochina, but upon the con-
viction that there can be no peace ln Asia
without China’s acquiescence.

Despite France's extenslive economlilc and
cultural Interests in Indochima, De Gaulle
has let the United States have a relatively
free hand {n Vietnam. During the past few
months, however, under the Impact of the
political disintegration in Salgon, the break-
down of the truce in Laos, and the edgings
of a fearful Cambodis toward Pelping, he
has declded that the need for a political solu-
tion has become desperate, Convinced that
Washington is following a policy which will
lead to the communization of all southeast
Asia, De Qaulle is trying to salvage what he
can before the war spreads to North Vietnam
or until & pro-Communist coup topples the
rightwing regime in Saigon. Rejecting the
Pentagon's military blueprints as irrelevant
to what is essentially a political struggle, he
hopes to reach a settlement with China for
a neutral southeast Asia from which West-
ern influence will not be excluded.

What De Qaulle is proposing is not simply
the neutralization of South Vietnam, but
that of all southeast Asia beginning with
Bouth Vietnam—a neutralization guaranteed
by the major powera. As he explained in his
January 31 press conference announcing the
restoration of diplomatic tles with Peiping:
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In our obsessive susplcion of Ga llist m
_tives, 1t easy to ignore that his et’forts to
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derstanding of our own vifal interests with-

neutralize south :easv Asia through an agree
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.the 50th anniversary of the naval air
-station in Pensacola. The Senator
--stated that the House had passed that
-Joint resolution without any objection

‘and he felt that there would be no ob-

B Sentate. to it, and
ald therefore give him a,
_hearing before the Banking and Cur-

‘out’ becoming involved In a war against rency Committee.

_China or suffering a humiliating forced with-
_drawal. Perhaps De Gaulle will not be abl
“to gatn the neutralization of southeast Asia

‘even with our support—the time is very late
“and our position has deteriorated very rap-

idly—but it is éertain that he cannot do

50 1f we insist on blocking the way. While
the administration is right when it says
Fia,nce no longer has the power to decree a
settlement in Indochina, it refuses to recog-
nize that only a France With dlplomatic ties
‘to Pelping can do for Washingtn what 1t is

=" no longer capable of doing for itself.

Time Is running out fast in South Viet-
nam, Without Washington’s , cooperation,
‘DeGaulle does not haye the leverage with
‘which to hammer out a new Indochinese ss:t-
If his efforts fall we, are likely to
_experience yet another coup In Saigon, this

time by a neutralist regime which will order.

. the Amenca,ns out and, open direct negotia-

munis Ted rebels
likely orce China
R ghastly repetltio

5 tiges es
It has, supk
i:ng a

" tons which Ho Chi Minh to end the war.
and unify their divided country. In our en-
th usiasm for prosecuting the struggle against

) the .ol unist guerrillas we seem to have

lost sight of the fact that no forelgn power

can win a civil war for a people who have
j;ui:ged: .agalnst their own government and

it., 'who look upon the government's friends as

their enemlies, The dangers of neutraliza-
tlon are considerable and its chances dubi-

', ous; but the dangers of continuing a hope-

. less war are even greater, for an anti-Ameri-
can coup 1s the solution most guaranteed to
humiliate the United States and to trigger a
violent political reaction here at home, The .

administration thinks it can forestall a coup

ha . by vigilance in Saigon, but can it win a war

< “where we hay
aviahlermjlita
-to negotiate
“tton Iooming o

on ) d._ag
the prisoner of it
. of It predec
'courage to fa
- Tra;pped in

Iita] Zale
, no other. . Not only does it consider the
foésibility ‘of extendlng the war to the north,
greets Senator MANSFIELD'S. proposal for
. newtralization as a
Ds Gaul

out the only hope for

Stabiltly 4
1zation Of fhe
guarahtees

2 be any possibllity of creating
vernments with the internal
‘and the poptlar support to resist
ist infltration. There is no.guar-
lization will work and that

the smgli Bta
forever resist, the dominance of thejr power-
~ful neighbor Probably the best we can hope
for is the fransformation of Indochina into
g kind of Finland—or Mexico. But the op-

posite 1s~ certa Iy true; that there can be
‘Ho peace In Asla so_long as Indochina 1s
‘used as a military “bastion by the great
powers 1n their conduct 01' the @ ld W@l‘

enator. Mmgrgam ang’ !

along China’s frontier can

the Vietnamese no longer want to fight?

s€ . Washington is being offered a helping hand
ity. . off the tiger. If it refuses to dismount, theri}

_ we must all be prepared to go wherever the
tiger may take us.

TRUTH-IN-LENDING BILL
" Mr. ROBERTSON. Madam President,
several days ago, the majority leaders

office indicated the interest of the ma-

.jority leader in early action on the

Treasury and Post Office appropriation

-bill. I had an agreement with them

that if on Monday, Tuesday, Wednes-

day, and Thursday of next week the Sen-
~ate did not meet until noon, I would
schedule. hearmgs for those days on this
appropriation bill.

I scheduled hearings commencing at
-10 o’clock on Monday, and at 9 o’clock
on Tuesday, and for the remaining days.

At 9 o’clock on Tuesday we shall hear _
the Secretary of the Treasury who had
appeared before the Finance Committee
on Monday. -

On Wednesday we shall hear congres-
monal witnesses on the question of
“minting $50 million of new silver dollars.
On Thursday, we shall hear outside wit-
nesses. .

In the meantime, my dear frlend the
Senator from Florlda [Mr. HoLLAND]
came to me and said that he and his
colleague the junior Senator from Flor-
ida [Mr. SmaTHERS] had a joint resoly-
tion to authorize the preparation of a
memento—a galvano—without any cost
to the Federal Government, to celebrate
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-I told him that there had been before

that committee for 4 years, with over

~ 4,000 pages of testimony, a highly con-
“troversial Dbill, S. 750, euphemistically
_called_truth in lendmg that all the fi-
nancial institutions of the Nation were
bitterly opposed to it; and that we had
never been able to complete action on
it, but that the Senator from Illinois

Mr. Dovcras]l insisted that if there
were to be another meeting of the com-
mittee it would have to be on his bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
time of the Senator from Virginia has
- @Xpired.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Madam Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that I
‘ay proceed for 3 additional minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
“objection? The Chair hears none, and it
is so ordered..

Mr. ROBERTSOQN. The Senator from
Florida reported to me that the Senator
from Illinois [Mr. Doueras] had agreed
that I might eall a meeting .of the com-
mittee on the bill of the Senator from

.Florida in executive session for 9 o’clock

next Monday morning,

Today I received a very bitter if not
Ihsulting letter from the Senator from
Illinois [Mr. Doucras], repudiating 100
percent what I understood from the Sen-
ator from Florida [Mr. HoLLanp] the
Senator from Illinois [Mr. DoucLas] had
said. What they said is between them.
I acted on what the Senator from Florida
[Mr. Horrano] told me. But the Sena-
tor from Illinois [Mr. DouGLas] repudi-
ated that 100 percent and put me on
notice that I had been very unfair to him
and that he was not going to stand for
that treatment any longer, that when
the committee met next Monday at 9
o'clock, he would insist that I take up
his bill S. 750, the so-called truth-in-
lending bill.

Madam President, the members of the
Banking and Currency Committee know
that we never have gotten any Federal
agency to endorse a bill without amend-
ments. The bill states that it is to be
administered by the Federal Reserve
Board. The Board refused to take it
under any circumstances. - The patrons
said later, “Turn it over to the Federal
"Trade Commission.” "The Commission
asked for about nine pages of amend-
ments before they would agree to handle
it. There has not been a time since the
debate on the civil rights bill began when
we would have had more than an hour
and a half to consider the bill and that
‘would not even cover one amendment.

Consequently, there have been no more
meetings of the committee because the
Senator from Illinois insisted that when
the committee met it had to act on his
bill. It would require days to discuss
that bill and vate on all the amendments.

I was shocked, when I had called this
meetln on two noz;controversml bills, to
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only repudlated what the Senator from
Florida had said about his having no ob-
jection to the meeting, but he charged
me, as I understand it, with violating a
promise which I had made to the Senator
from. Pennsylvania [Mr. CLark] on giv-
ing the Senator from Pennsylvania due

notice of what would be in the bill before

executlive sesslons.

Think of it, Madam President. Here
15 a bill to let the Government issue a
little memento to celebrate the 50th an-
niversary of the naval air station in
Pensacola, and another bill introduced
by the distinguished Senator from New
Hampshire, a companion bill to one
which was unanimously passed by the
House, to authorize national banks to
make slightly larger loans on forest
tracts.
" 7The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator’s “time has again expired.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Madam Presl-
dent, I ask for 1 more minute.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. ROBERTSON. I asked that the

- committee be polled on the forest tract

bill, If we could not have a meeting.
Every member of the committee in that
poll agreed to the bill except Senators
Dovucras and Crark. They did not indi-
cate that they were against the bill
They stated that they did not want any-
thing to come out of the committee un-
less the truth-in-lending bill came out
first.

Now the Senator from Iilinois [Mr.
DoucLas] has said, as I understand it,
that I have violated my agreement with
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr,
Crark] as to the notice he would get on
the forest bill, and that he did not get
enough notice.

I snnounce that there will be no meet-
ing of the Banking and Currency Com-
mittee at 9 a.m. next Monday, on any-
thing. From present indications, when
the committee meets again, it will be on
the Douglas bill, and that will not be at
any time soon, because we cannot meet
on that bill until we have time to consider
carefully the many amendments which
have been proposed by the Federal
Trade Commission and others.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Madam President,
may I ask the chairman a question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
time of the Senator from Virginia has
again expired:

Mr. SPARKMAN. I ask unanimous
consent that I may procede for 1 minute
for that purpose.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Does this mean
that the subcommittees will not be per-
mitted to meet?

Mr. ROBERTSON. No. The Pro-
duction and Stabilization Subcommittee
has met on the truth-in-lending bill for
4 years,-and it could not get it out of the
subcommittee. Finally the bill was voted
out of the subcommittee by one vote, and
the Senator who cast that vote sald that
if his amendment were not adopted by
the full committee, he would vote against
the biil in the full committee. That
amendment has not been adopted.
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find that the Senator from Illinols not .

Mr. SPARKMAN. I am net speaking
about the Production and Stabllization
Subcommittee. I am referring to a
housing bill in the Housing Subcommit-

tee.

Mr. ROBERTSON. That subcommit-
tee can go ahead. There will be no full
committee meeting next Monday.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
time of the Senator has expired.

PERSONAL STATEMENT BY
SENATOR DOUGLAS

Mr. DOUGLAS subsequently sald: Mr.
President, I rise to a question of personal
privilege occasioned by some rather ex-
traordinary remarks which the junior
Senator from Virginia {Mr. ROBERTSON]
made about me earlier today.

The Senator made those remarks
without notifying me in advance of what
he was going to say. My secretaries re-
port they did not receive any such wain-
ing. Half an hour ago I-telephoned his
office to inform him that T was going to
reply to the remarks he had made. But
he has not appeared on the floor and I
cannot wait longer.

I have tried to accord to him the prop-
er courtesies which, for some reason or
other, he did not accord to me. The
Senator from Virgina stated that I had
written him s “bitter, if not insulting
letter,” which also repudiated an alleged
agreement which I had with the Senator
from Florida [Mr. HoLLAND].

In order that Senators may krow
whether or not the statement of the
Senator from Virginia is correct, I ask
unanimous consent that the letter which
I addressed to Senator ROBERTSON on
yesterday be printed at this point in my
remarks.

There being no objectlon, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

Mavy 21, 1984,

Honorable A. WiLLi8 ROBERTSON,

Chairman, Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency, New Senate Office Building, Wash-
ington, D.C.

Deag WiLLis: I was surprised to read in last
Saturday’s CONGRESSIONAL Rzcorp that you
now blame the younger members of the Sen-
ate Banking and Currency Committee for the
fact that the committee has not met during
the last 5 weeks desplite my repeated requests
that the committee be convened to complete
action on 8. 7650, the truth-in-lending bill
which was reported favorably by the Produc-
tion and Stabilization Subcommittee on
March 16, 1964.

The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD on pages 10711
and 10712 contains the following colloguy:

«fMyr HumPHREY. It does not, If I may say
80 respectiuily to my beloved friend the Sen-
ator from Virginia. I hope that committees
will adjust to their schedules so that they can
meet in the early morning.

“One of the reasons why the Senate has
been meeting at 10 a.m., instead of earlfer, is
to permit Senate committees to conduct thelr
business in the early hours of the morning.

“It 18 also very beautiful In Washington
in the early morning. I-know that Senktors
enjoy the beauty of the-early morning hours.

“Mr. ROBERTSON. I concur in that state-
ment. In my eariier duck-hunting days I
learned that the sun rises very beautifully,
especially over one's quarry. I can stand 14
and 16 hour days, but in the Committes on
Banking and Currency I have noticed that
some of the younger members do not seem to
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want to appear at 8 o’clock In the morning,
for some reason or other, and the committee
has been handicapped in meeting for that
reason.”

At the very least, this 15 an uncharitable
reflection on the younger members of the
Banking and Currency Committee. I find it
incredible to believe that a majority of the
members of thls or any other committee
would deliberately Ignore a request of the
committee chalrman for a gquorum to be
present so that necessary committee busi-
ness could be transacted.

I now understand that you have called an
executive session for 8 a.m. Monday, May
25, of the full Banking and Currency Com-
mittee, to consider a resolution to design
and manwacture a galvano, and a forest
tract biil for commercial banks, which is
being pushed by the American Bankers As-
sociation. As I have stated previously, I do
not believe that the Committee can continue
to be run in such a way as to favor those
bllls that the chalrman personally favors and
t0 hinder action on these bilis which I and
others in the committee may favor, but
which the chalrman opposes. The Issue, as
Senator CLirx 80 eloquently stated, is not
the truth-in-lending bill or any other bill
before the committee, but simply the ques-
tion of fair committee procedure and ade-
quate guldelines to insure that all members
are treated equitably. Agein, I must state
that I do not believe that the committee can
continus to operate In this fashion. We
must adopt some minimum rules of proce-
dure governing committee ‘activity.

Finally, even though the rules of the com-
mittee do not require it, and even though
you have expressed your implacable opposi-
tion to Senator CLARK'S rule proposal which
would require that all members of the com-
mittee be given adequate notice of any mat-
ter to be brought up for a vote in executive
sessions, nevertheless, I feel i{ only proper
and just to notify you now that next Monday
I will move to report 8. 750, the truth-ln-
lending bill, to the Senate.

‘With best wishes.

Falthfully yours,
PauLl, H. DOUGLAS.

Mr. DOUGLAS. If one reads the let-
ter, he will find not the slightest touch
of either bitterness or insult in it. The
Senator from Virginia and I have dif-
fered very sharply on the gquestion of
whether the Senator from Virginia, as
chairman of the Committee on Banking
and Currency, would call meetings of the
sommittee to consider bills which were
before it. or whether he would refuse to
call such meetings, or, if he called the
meetings. whether he was privileged to
bring certain bills up for action, and re-
fuse to bring other bills up for action.

It 1s a well-known fact that the Sena-
tor from Virginia is very much opposed
to Senate bill 750, the truth-in-lending
bill, which certain Senators, including
myself, have been sponsoring for several
years now.

Finally, we were able to get a meeting
this spring after I had requested it on
the 16th of March, at which meeting
8. 750 was discussed for a half hour.
Since then, I have repeatedly asked the
Senator from Virginia if he would not
call another meeting of the committee,
and his reply always was that he was
certain he could never get a guorum.
In his colloquy with Senator HUMPHREY
on Saturday last to which I refer in the
body of my letter of, by implication he
states that this Is because some of the
younger members do not want to ap-
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